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1 . At the top of page 1 of the specification, identification of this application as a national 
stage entry of PCT/BR02/00159 should be made. 

2. The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 

In particular, the phrase "electronic distancing alert system" is vague as to the nature of 
the particular distance-related condition(s) being responded to by the "alert"; perhaps 
"distancing" would be clearer as -distance--, --distance-exceeding--, -out of range--, etc. 

3. The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because (referring to the copy of the Abstract 
on the front page of the WIPO or PCX pubUcation, as to the line numbers given below): 

on line 1, "One describes an" would be clearer as simply, —An—; and 
on line 9, "It is also described" would be clearer as, -Also described is-. 
Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 

4. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 

page 1, line 4, it is unclear what is meant by "sensitive" (perhaps e.g. "vibration", 
"tactual", etc. would be closer to what is intended); 

page 1 , line 6, "that integrate it" is vague as to what is being "integrated" (i.e., by the 
transmitting and receiving units); 

page 1, lines 13-14, after "sharing" should be inserted -of-; 

page 1, line 22, it appears that "theft of should be -theft or-; 

page 2, line 1, it appears that "advantage" should be -disadvantage-; 

page 5, lines 6-7, "a encoder" should be —an encoder—; 

page 5, line 29, it appears that "a system" should be —one system—; 

page 7, line 6, it appears that after "MHz" should be inserted —crystal— (note lines 4-5 by 
comparison); 

page 7, line 27, it appears that "during 985ms" would be clearer as -for 985ms-; 

page 8, line 8, "a alert" should be —an alert—; 

page 9, line 1, "longer that" should be -longer than-; 



Application/ Control Number: 10/535,633 
Art Unit: 2612 



Page 3 



page 9, line 10, before "CI23" should be inserted —integrated circuit--; 
page 9, line 1 1, it is unclear what is meant by "that predetermined one"; 
page 9, line 28, it appears that "foreseen" would be clearer as —shown--, or something 

similar; 

page 10, line 4, it appears that "A16" should be -A26-; 

page 10, lines 25-26, it is unclear from " connected and close to each other" if the 
transmitting unit 10 and receiving unit 20 literally have to be "connected" (e.g. plugged in) to 
each other as part of the phase synchronism process; and 

page 13, line 3, it appears that "bring" should be -brings-. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

5. (i) The drawings are objected to because in block 13 of Fig. 1 and in block 23 of Fig. 2, 
the terms "EncoWer" and "Decolder" should be -Encoder- and -Decoder-, respectively. 

(ii) The drawings are objected to because in Fig. 3, there is descriptive matter (too small 
to be legible) next to several circuit elements, which it appears should be deleted (many of these 
circuit elements are already provided with clear reference characters, e.g. "R26", "D7", etc.). 

(iii) The drawings are objected to because in Fig. 4, there is a block-shaped element 
within the area denoted by reference numeral 21, the block having a symbol(s) or letters therein 
which are too small to be legible, such that it is unclear what type of element is being represented 
by the block. 

(iv) The drawings are objected to because in Fig. 4, there is a dark spot within the area 
denoted by reference numeral 26, just above element D26, and it is unclear if this dark spot 
represents a fijrther operative element of the figure. 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in reply to 
the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement drawing 
sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, 
even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure number of an amended drawing 
should not be labeled as "amended." Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an 
application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will 
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be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office action. The 
objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

6. Claims 1-35 are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75(a) for failing to particularly point out and 
distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

In claim 1, line 17, after "second control circuit" it appears that "(24)" should be 
(22)~ (note the last line of the claim by comparison). 

In claim 1, line 18, it appears that "turned inoperable" would be clearer as -turned off-. 

In claim 10, line 3, it appears that "a fraction of time" would be clearer as —a fraction of a 
time period —, or something similar. 

In claim 14, "the integrated circuit (CI 13) of the encoder (13)" lacks antecedent basis; 
note the dependency of the claim, and note claim 2. 

In claim 17, "the alert triggering circuit (27)" lacks clear antecedent basis (note claim 1, 

line 9). 

In claim 18, "the first confrol voltage (AV)" lacks antecedent basis. 

In claim 19, lines 1-2, "the comparison means" lacks clear antecedent basis. 

In claim 19, last 4 lines, it appears that each occurrence of "to" (one occurrence on each 
line) should be deleted, as the recited elements following these occurrences appear merely to be 
additional elements of the "electronic circuit (26)" (line 2), the first recited element of which is 
the "operational amplifier (A26)" (line 2). 

In claim 21, line 2, it appears that "(16)" should be — (R16)— . 

In claim 22, "the null signal at the output of the decoder (23)" lacks antecedent basis; note 
the chain of dependency of the claim, and note claim 16 (which is not part of the chain). 

At the end of claim 23, "the resistor (R26)" should be —the second resistor (R26)— , in 
order to clearly distinguish this recitation from other "resistors" recited in the claims (e.g. "first 
resistor" in claim 19). 

In claim 26, lines 1-2, "the control circuit (22)" should be —the second control circuit 
(22)—, in order to clearly distinguish this recitation from other "confrol circuits" recited in the 
claims (e.g. "first confrol circuit" at claim 1, line 16). 
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At the end of claim 28, "the control circuit (22)" should be —the second control circuit 
(22)- (see above). 

In claim 29, " the actuation of the memory circuit (25)" lacks clear antecedent basis. 

In claim 30, line 16, before "10ms" should be inserted ~a~. 

In claim 3 1 , line 2, one or more words should be inserted between "(CHI)" and 
"maintained" (e.g. "is"). 

In claim 32, line 1, it appears that "in the step of should be - after the step of-, or 
something similar. 

In claim 32, lines 3-4, "the signal receiving and demodulating circuit (24)" lacks 
antecedent basis. 

In claim 34, line 2, the comma after "(25)" should be deleted. 

7. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

8. Claims 1-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

In claims 1 and 30, the phrase "electronic distancing alert system" (see e.g. line 1 of claim 
1, and line 2 of claim 30) is vague as to the nature of the condition(s) being responded to by the 
"alert"; i.e., "distancing" would be clearer as —distance—, —distance-exceeding—, —out of range— 
, etc. See also line 10 of claim 1, and line 1 1 of claim 30. 

Likewise, at claim 1, lines 9-10, "upon distancing between the first body and the second 
body" is vaguely worded and indefinite. 

In claim 1, it is unclear if "a signal modulating and transmitting circuit (14)" (line 3) and 
"a PLL transmitter (14)" (lines 16-17) are the same or different elements, in view of the use of 
the same reference numeral after each recitation; i.e., it is unclear if the different phrases used in 
the claims are of the same, or different, scope. 
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In claim 1, it is unclear if "a signal receiving and demodulating circuit (24)" (lines 4-5) 
and "a PLL receptor (24)" (lines 17-18) are the same or different elements, in view of the use of 
the same reference numeral after each recitation. 

In claim 1, line 19, it is unclear what is meant by "the remaining period". 

In claim 3, "multiple combinations of enabled logic ports" is indefinite as to which 
element's "logic ports" are intended. 

In claim 18, it is unclear what is meant by "a separation means". 

In claims 18 and 19, it is unclear if "the comparator (26)" (claim 18) and "an electronic 
circuit (26)" (claim 19, line 2) are the same or different elements, in view of the use of the same 
reference numeral after each recitation. 

In claim 25, it is unclear if "a second control circuit (22)" is the same element as, or a 
different element than, "a second control circuit (22)" recited at claim 1, last 3 lines. 

In claim 30, line 9, it is unclear which element "send(s) the signal" to the decoder; 
perhaps "sending" should be changed to --and to send--, --and to forward--, etc. 

In claim 30, lines 14-15, "synchronizing the receiving unit (20) to be operable 
synchronizing to the transmitting unit (10)" is vaguely worded and indefinite. 

9. Claims 1-35 would be allowable if rewritten or amended to overcome the rejection(s) 
under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, 2nd paragraph, and/or the objection(s) under 37 CFR 1.75(a), set forth in 
this Office action. 

10. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

The art cited by applicant (corresponding to the search report in PCT/BR02/00159) has 
been considered. Richards (US 6492904) and Schmidt et al (US 2004/85209) are cited to further 
show the state of the art. 

1 1 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thomas J. Mullen, Jr. whose telephone number is 571-272-2965. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday fi-om 6:30 AM to 4 PM. The 
examiner can also be reached on alternate Fridays. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfiil, the examiner's 
supervisor, Daniel Wu, can be reached on (571) 272-2964. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 571-272-2600. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

/Thomas J. Mullen, Jr./ 
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2612 



